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to spend in legal fees over the next 10 
or 20 years, money which society would 
benefit from much more if it were 
spent in the kind of research and devel-
opment that has brought us many mir-
acles in the area of Internet, in the 
area of home computers, industry com-
puters, and all the rest.’’ 

The Berkshire Hathaway vice-chair-
man, Charles Munger, says ‘‘The Jus-
tice Department could hardly have 
come up with a more harmful set of de-
mands than those it now makes. If it 
wins, our country will end up hobbling 
its best-performing high-tech busi-
nesses.’’ 

I urge an end to this madness.
f 

WELFARE REFORM SUCCESS 
(Mr. STEARNS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, hearing 
the Democrats say they reformed wel-
fare is similar to saying all of us in 
this House won gold in the Olympics. 
Did we participate in the success at 
Sydney? No. But did this Nation ben-
efit from the years of practice and ex-
perience of these gold medals? Yes. 

When we were talking about reform-
ing welfare, the Democrats said welfare 
reform would fail, and President Clin-
ton vetoed this legislation twice.

b 1030 
Well, failure could not be further 

from the truth today. Taxpayers are 
better off than they were 4 years ago 
due to fiscal responsibility and reforms 
passed by the Republican Congress. Six 
years ago welfare checks in the North-
east totaled about $47 million, and this 
year the costs are about $12 million, 
nearly $35 million in savings. 

Republicans have helped restore in-
centive to work instead of dooming 
families to a life of continued depend-
encies. Our policy should be a hand up, 
not a hand out.

f 

SOCIAL SECURITY 
(Mr. SMITH of Michigan asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I think a lot of Americans listened 
to the debate last night. A lot of us 
have been working on Social Security 
for a long time, certainly our Speaker 
pro tempore, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. SHAW), myself, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM), the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. KOLBE), and 
many others have been looking at ways 
to keep this most important program 
continuing to be solvent. A lot of peo-
ple depend on it. 

I was very upset last night with some 
of the comments on Social Security. 
The Vice President has got a plan that 
I think does not solve the huge prob-
lem of keeping Social Security solvent. 

Let me just go through this chart 
briefly. The biggest risk is doing noth-
ing at all. Social Security has a total 
unfunded liability of over $20 trillion. 
The Social Security Trust Fund con-
tains nothing but IOUs. That is what 
the Vice President is suggesting, that 
we add another giant IOU and somehow 
come up with the money. How are we 
going to come up with the money? 

The last point. To keep paying pro-
gram Social Security benefits, the pay-
roll tax will have to be increased to at 
least 50 percent of total income; 50 per-
cent of total income for our FICA taxes 
or benefits will have to be cut by one-
third. 

We cannot continue to go on doing 
nothing. We have to make some pro-
gram changes if we are going to keep 
this important program solvent.

f 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON 
H.R. 4942, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2001 

Mr. ISTOOK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 4942) 
making appropriations for the govern-
ment of the District of Columbia and 
other activities chargeable in whole or 
in part against revenues of said Dis-
trict for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2001, and for other purposes, 
with a Senate amendment thereto, dis-
agree to the Senate amendment, and 
agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SHAW). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
MOTION TO INSTRUCT OFFERED BY MR. MORAN 

OF VIRGINIA 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, I offer a motion. 

The Clerk read as follows:
Mr. MORAN of Virginia moves that the 

managers on the part of the House at the 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the Senate amendments to 
the bill H.R. 4942 be instructed to recede 
from disagreement with the amendment of 
the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. MORAN) will 
be recognized for 30 minutes and the 
gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
ISTOOK) will be recognized for 30 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. MORAN).

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, the motion, as it was 
read, would instruct the conferees to 
accept the Senate version of the Dis-
trict of Columbia appropriations bill 
for fiscal year 2001. The reason is that 
the Senate bill is a superior bill. 

The Senate bill is a bill that was sup-
ported by virtually all of the Repub-
licans and Democrats in the Senate, 

will be supported by virtually all of the 
Democrats and I think a great many 
Republicans in the House. It is a bill 
that is supported by the Mayor of the 
District of Columbia and by the D.C. 
City Council, the properly elected offi-
cials to govern the district. And it is 
the only bill that the President will 
sign. 

This bill provides $34 million more in 
Federal funds to enable the District to 
undertake important economic devel-
opment, environmental restoration and 
educational opportunity activities. It 
fully funds the Federal commitment to 
build the New York Avenue metro sta-
tion; and, in fact, it represents only a 
third of the cost, given the fact that if 
we provide this money; the private sec-
tor will provide another third; another 
third will come from local funds. 

The Senate bill also enables the Pop-
lar Point remediation project to begin. 
It provides tuition assistance for D.C. 
students to be able to take advantage 
of the ability to attend college outside 
of the District of Columbia. Without 
these funds, that program cannot be 
fully implemented. And it will enable 
the D.C. courts to see their first pay in-
crease in more than 5 years. 

The Senate bill also refrains from 
imposing new social policies on the 
District, policies that we would never 
try to impose on our own constituents 
in our own congressional districts, and 
policies that have been rejected by the 
citizens of the District of Columbia and 
that, in fact, are intended to negate ac-
tions, programs, and initiatives that 
are working within the District of Co-
lumbia and that we ought to support 
not only because they are working, 
but, most importantly, because they 
are the way that the citizens of the 
District of Columbia choose to spend 
their own money. 

In addition to eliminating the more 
controversial social riders that were 
added anew to this bill, it goes a long 
way in honoring and giving more re-
spect to the District and its reform-
minded elected officers by reducing by 
more than 30 the number of general 
provisions in the bill that are no longer 
necessary. 

That is why the Senate bill is a supe-
rior bill, why in the very last days of 
this session we ought to recede to the 
Senate and get this bill passed.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time.

Mr. ISTOOK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume, 
and I rise to oppose the motion to in-
struct made by the gentleman from 
Virginia. 

I recognize the gentleman is con-
cerned about the differences between 
the House-passed and Senate-passed 
bills and he is willing to take what the 
Senate has done, but I would certainly 
disagree with some of the things he 
wants to accomplish because I think he 
would defeat his whole purpose if we 
were to adopt the Senate bill. 
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